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went too far in the way of concession; by others,
that it did not go far enough.

The former of these opinions there is little need
to discuss. It is based upon extreme views as to the
rights of belligerents; and such views, even sup-
posing that they were sound, are so obviously and
steadily losing ground with the progress of civilisa-
tion that it would be mere waste of time to advocate
or oppose them. It is not to be imagined that the
maxim, " free ships, free goods/' having once been
established, will ever, in the face of the progressive
development of commerce, and the increasing im-
portance of the concession to neutral nations, be
reversed.

By those who hold the opinion that the Declara-
tion of Paris did not go far enough, it is contended
that all private property, of whatever kind, on sea as
well as on land, ought to be exempt from molestation
in time of war, unless its capture or destruction is
necessary for military purposes; and that this prin-
ciple is already admitted in the established immunity
during war of private property on land.

It will be seen from what has been said that the
Declaration of Paris did not attempt to deal with the
question thus raised. It proceeded upon the assump-
tion that the general rule which subjects to capture
the property of an enemy at sea was to remain in
force. Whether this rule ought or ought not to be
maintained is, however, a question well worthy of
consideration. The statement that private property
on land is exempt from plunder during war is eer-